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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 



1 . Applicant's amendment was received on 1 1/30/05 and has been entered and 
made of record. Currently, claims 1-25 are pending. The new examiner of record for 
this case is now Mark R. Milia. 



Response to Arguments 



2. Applicant's arguments, see pages 7-1 1 , filed 1 1/30/05, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-24 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of newly found prior art. 
The examiner agrees that the reference of Ikeda fails to disclose determining which of 
the plurality of image capture elements correspond to the print size, as recited in claims 
1 , 7, and 16 and further fails to disclose wherein a portion of the plurality of image 
capture elements is used to capture the image data and only the captured image data is 
presented to a user, as recited in claims 3, 9, and 18. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4-8, 10-17, and 19-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ikeda in view of U.S. Patent No. 6650366 to Parulski et al. 

Regarding claim 1 , Ikeda discloses an apparatus for capturing digital images, 
comprising: an image sensor including a plurality of image capture elements, each of 
the image capture elements configured to capture image data (see Fig. 1, column 1 
lines 31-33, column 2 lines 43-45, and column 7 lines 39-61) and an input element for 
communicating print size information to the apparatus (see Fig. 1, column 1 lines 31-33, 
column 2 lines 43-45, column 6 lines 55-62, column 10 lines 45-47, and column 12 lines 
2-4). 

Ikeda does not disclose expressly means for determining which of the plurality of 
image capture elements correspond to the print size. 

Parulski discloses means for determining which of the plurality of image capture 
elements correspond to the print size (see Figs. 4 and 5, column 2 lines 48-55, column 
3 lines 51-61, column 4 lines 7-13, and column 4 line 63-column 5 line 38). 

Regarding claim 7, Ikeda discloses a method for adapting a print size to a 
captured image in a digital image capture device, the method comprising the steps of; 
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providing an image sensor including a plurality of image capture elements (see Fig. 1 , 
column 1 lines 31-33, column 2 lines 43-45, and column 7 lines 39-61) and presenting 
image sensor data corresponding to the selected print size to a user of the image 
capture device (see Figs. 1, 32, and 34-40 and column 12 lines 7-8 and 20-26). 

Ikeda does not disclose expressly determining the elements of the image sensor 
that correspond to a selected print size. 

Parulski discloses determining the elements of the image sensor that correspond 
to a selected print size (see Figs. 4 and 5, column 2 lines 48-55, column 3 lines 51-61 , 
column 4 lines 7-13, and column 4 line 63-column 5 line 38). 

Regarding claim 16, Ikeda discloses a computer readable medium having a 
program for adapting a print size to a captured image in a digital image capture device, 
the program including logic for performing the steps of: presenting image sensor data 
corresponding to the selected print size to a user of the image capture device (see Figs. 
1, 32, and 34^0 and column 12 lines 7-8 and 20-26). 

Ikeda does not disclose expressly determining the elements of the image sensor 
that correspond to a selected print size. 

Parulski discloses determining the elements of the image sensor that correspond 
to a selected print size (see Figs. 4 and 5, column 2 lines 48-55, column 3 lines 51-61 , 
column 4 lines 7-13, and column 4 line 63-column 5 line 38). 

Regarding claim 25, Ikeda discloses an apparatus, comprising: a computer 
readable medium having a program for adapting a print size to a captured image in a 
digital image capture device (see column 3 lines 1-5) by presenting image sensor data 
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corresponding to the selected print size to a user of the image capture device (see Figs. 
1 , 32, and 34-40 and column 12 lines 7-8 and 20-26). 

Ikeda does not disclose expressly determining the elements of the image sensor 
that correspond to a selected print size. 

Parulski discloses determining the elements of the image sensor that correspond 
to a selected print size (see Figs. 4 and 5, column 2 lines 48-55, column 3 lines 51-61 , 
column 4 lines 7-13, and column 4 line 63-column 5 line 38). 

Ikeda & Parulski are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, image capture for subsequent output. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the determining of which of a plurality of image capture 
elements correspond to the print size, as described by Parulski, with the system of 
Ikeda. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide faster 
processing and improved image quality (see column 2 lines 24-35 of Parulski). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Parulski with Ikeda to obtain 
the invention as specified in claims 1, 7, 16, and 25. 

Regarding claim 2, Ikeda and Parulski disclose the system discussed in claim 1 , 
and Ikeda further discloses wherein each of the plurality of image capture elements is 
used to capture the image data and only a portion of the image data is presented to a 
user (see column 11 lines 1-8 and column 12 lines 20-26). 
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Regarding claim 4, Ikeda and Parulski disclose the system discussed in claim 1 , 
and Ikeda further discloses wherein the print size aspect ratio corresponds to the aspect 
ratio of the image sensor (see column 6 lines 59-62). 

Regarding claim 5, Ikeda and Parulski disclose the system discussed in claim 1 , 
and Ikeda further discloses means for presenting an image capture template to a user 
of the apparatus (see Fig. 9). 

Regarding claim 6, Ikeda and Parulski disclose the system discussed in claim 5, 
and Ikeda further discloses wherein the image capture template provides a visual 
reference to the plurality of image capture elements that correspond to the selected 
print size (see column 2 lines 24-31 ). 

Regarding claims 8 and 17, Ikeda and Parulski disclose the system discussed in 
claims 7 and 16, and Ikeda further discloses capturing image sensor data using all of 
the image capture elements (see Fig. 8, column 1 lines 31-33 and column 7 lines 39-61) 
and presenting image data from only those image capture elements corresponding to 
the selected print size to a user of the image capture device (see Fig. 8, column 1 lines 
31-33 and column 7 lines 39-61). 

Regarding claims 10 and 19, Ikeda and Parulski disclose the system discussed 
in claims 7 and 16, and Ikeda further discloses printing the image sensor data 
corresponding to the selected print size (see Fig. 1 , column 8 lines 2-9, and column 9 
lines 1-7). 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 20, Ikeda and Parulski disclose the system discussed 
in claims 7 and 16, and Ikeda further discloses presenting the image sensor data to a 
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user of the image capture device (see Figs. 8 and 9) and superimposing an image 
capture template over the image sensor data, the image capture template providing a 
visual reference on a display (see Fig. 9). 

Regarding claims 12 and 21, Ikeda and Parulski disclose the system discussed 
in claims 7 and 16, and Ikeda further discloses wherein the visual reference 
corresponds to the image sensor data (see column 2 lines 24-31). 

Regarding claims 1 3 and 22, Ikeda and Parulski disclose the system discussed 
in claims 7 and 16, and Ikeda further discloses wherein the image capture template is 
fixed (see Figs. 8 and 10). 

Regarding claims 14 and 23, Ikeda and Parulski disclose the system discussed 
in claims 7 and 16, and Ikeda further discloses wherein the image capture template is 
variable (see Figs. 8 and 10). 

Regarding claims 15 and 24, Ikeda and Parulski disclose the system discussed 
in claims 7 and 16, and Ikeda further discloses wherein a plurality of image capture 
templates are made available to a user of the image capture device (see Figs. 8 and 
10). 



5. Claims 3, 9, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ikeda and Parulski as applied to claims 1, 7, and 16 above, and further in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 5800341 to McKenna et al. 
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Ikeda and Parulski do not disclose expressly wherein a portion of the plurality of 
image capture elements is used to capture the image data and only the captured image 
data is presented to a user. 

McKenna discloses wherein a portion of the plurality of image capture elements 
is used to capture the image data and only the captured image data is presented to a 
user (see abstract, column 7 lines 53-62, column 8 lines 27-47, column 14 lines 30-56, 
column 14 line 64-column 15 line 2, and column 18 line 30-column 19 line 9). 

Ikeda, Parulski, & McKenna are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor, image capture. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the use of a portion of image capture elements to capture an 
image and display thereof, as described by McKenna, with the system of Ikeda and 
Parulski. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide faster 
processing of image data. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine McKenna with Ikeda and 
Parulski to obtain the invention as specified in claims 3, 9, and 18. 
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Conclusion 



6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. To further show the state of the art refer to the attached Notice of 
References Cited. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark R. Milia whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7408. The examiner can normally be reached M-F 8:00am-4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kimberly A. Williams can be reached at (571) 272-7471 . The fax number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Mark R. Milia 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2622 
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